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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-10, 12-29 and 31-38 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-10, 12-29 and 31-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Snyder (US 6,415,246 Bl) in view of Sinn (US 6,732,089 Bl). 

As per claim 1 (Currently amended), Snyder discloses a method for deploying at least 
one stored procedure to a device (col. 19:59-62 ". . . device database . . ."), the method 
comprising: 

generating a data projectje.g. FIG. 2, step 5 and related text) and a device database 
within a solution (col. 16:5-20 ". . . build local tables for test conditions and test limits . . ."); 
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associating the data project with the device database (col. 7:15-30 ". . . tables for a test can 
bet . . . dependent variables . . . data in these tables can be dependent upon the indicated values 

•••'); 

adding the at least one stored procedure to the data project , the at least one stored 
procedure comprising a precompiled set of one or more statements for accessing data in a 
database; (col.l3:5-20 "... test script assumed a balanced +/- tolerance ... original source code 
would need to be reworked. . . " and col. 15:1 5-25 "... procedure map module can be a standard 
code module that contains dispatch routine ..." and e.g. FIG. 2, step 8 and related text) 

receiving a request to build the solution, and, responsive to the request; (col. 27:45-55 
". . . response to a user request . . ."); 

automatically embedding each stored procedure (col. 16:45-50 "... utilize fully 
functional SQL ..." and e.g. Fig. 2, step 5 and related text) into a device database (col. 6: 40-50 
". . . data to be stored in normalized relational database . .." col. 19:59-62 ". . . device database 
..." and e.g. FIG. 2, step 9 and related text); 

automatically deploying the device database to the device with the at least one 
embedded stored procedure as a single unit (col. 30:4-6, 32-39, 51-56 ". . . setup, install, project, 
device ..." and e.g. Fig. 2, step 8 and related text). 

Snyder does not explicitly disclose registering each stored procedure with the device 
database. However, Sinn discloses a method, apparatus and program storage device for enabling 
SQL statement access to remote system specific data and functions is provided. Snyder 
discloses a different conventional approach for accessing system specific information is an SQL 
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stored procedure. With this approach, as detailed in FIG. 3, specific procedure programs 301 
are stored on a server 303. The client 305 can then use an SQL statement to invoke the stored 
procedure on the server side. For example, a procedure program 301 must be created and 
registered using an SQL statement creates procedure. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art at the time of the invention was made to combine Snyder and Sinn to 
invoke the stored procedure on the server side to obtain system specific data under secured 
environment using the signature of the stored procedure as once suggested by Sinn (col. 2: 15- 
30). 

As per claim 2 (Currently amended), Snyder discloses the method of claim 1, further 
comprising compiling code for the at least on stored procedure (col. 2:23-30 ". . . recompiling 
the code ..."). 

As per claim 3, Snyder discloses the method of claim 1, comprising embedding a trigger 
into the device database (e.g. FIG. 2, step 16 and related text). 

As per claim 4 (Currently amended), Snyder discloses the method of claim 1, further 
comprising reserving data storage capacity for the at least on stored procedure within the device 
database (e.g. FIG. 1, storage 300 and related text). 

As per claim 5 (Currently amended), Snyder discloses the method of claim 1, further 
comprising: 
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determining whether the at least on stored procedure has been previously embedded on 
the database (e.g. FIG. 2, step 4 and related text); and 

if the at least on stored procedure has been previously embedded, then removing the 
previously embedded stored procedure (col. 32:35-39 ". . . overwriting. . ." and e.g. FIG. 2, step 
5 and related text). 

As per claim 6, Snyder discloses the method of claim 1, comprising deploying the device 
database to the device as part of a main device project (col. 30:4-6, 32-39, 51-56 ". . . setup, 
install, project, device ..."). 

As per claim 7, Snyder discloses the method of claim 1, comprising deploying the device 
database to the device as part of a device setup project (col. 30:4-6, 32-39, 51-56"... setup, 
install, project, device ..."). 

As per claim 8 (Currently Amended), Snyder discloses the method of claim 1 , comprising 
registering the stored procedure with the device database at the device after the device database 
is deployed with the at least one embedded stored procedure to the device (col. 17:40-50"... 
registered with test set database ..." and e.g. Fig. 2, step 5 and related text). 

As per claim 9 (Currently amended), Snyder discloses a method for deploying a stored 
procedure comprising a precompiled set of one or more statements for accessing data in a 
database to a device (col.l3:5-20 ". . . test script assumed a balanced +/- tolerance . . . original 
source code would need to be reworked. . ." and col.15: 15-25 "... procedure map module can be 



Application/Control Number: 10/718,951 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2192 

a standard code module that contains dispatch routine ..." and e.g. FIG. 2, step 8 and related 
text), the method comprising: 

providing a first interface that enables a data project containing the at least one stored 
procedure and a trigger (col.20: 25-35 "... SQL commands/queries ..."), and a device project 
containing a device database to be generated within a solution, the first interface further 
enabling the stored procedure and the trigger (col.29:55-65 "... routine can use Scribe to query 
the value of the "test status token . . .") data project to be associated with the device database 
(col. 16:5-20 ". . . build local tables for test conditions and test limits . . .") and; embedding the 
assembly within the device database (col. 19:59-63, col. 16:5-12, col. 30:32-35); 

providing a second interface that enables the at least one stored procedure and the trigger 
to be added to an assembly within the data project (e.g. FIG. 2, step 8 and related text); 

receiving a request to build the solution, and, responsive to the request (col. 27:45-55 ". . . 
response to a user request . . ."); 

automatically deploying the device database to the device (col. 30:4-6, 32-39, 51-56"... 
setup, install, project, device ..."). 

Snyder does not explicitly automatically disclose registering each stored procedure with 
the device database. However, Sinn discloses a method, apparatus and program storage device 
for enabling SQL statement access to remote system specific data and functions is provided. 
Snyder discloses a different conventional approach for accessing system specific information is 
an SQL stored procedure. With this approach, as detailed in FIG. 3, specific procedure 
programs 301 are stored on a server 303. The client 305 can then use an SQL statement to 
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invoke the stored procedure on the server side. For example, a procedure program 301 must be 
created and registered using an SQL statement creates procedure. Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention was made to combine Snyder and 
Sinn to invoke the stored procedure on the server side to obtain system specific data under 
secured environment using the signature of the stored procedure as once suggested by Sin (col. 
2: 15-30). 

As per claim 10 (Currently amended), Snyder discloses the method of claim 9, further 
comprising providing an interface displaying a view of the at least one stored procedure (e.g. 
FIG. 3, 1200 and related text). 

As per claim 12 (Currently amended), Snyder discloses the method of claim 10, wherein 
the second interface enables the at least one stored procedure to be deleted from the (col. 17:31- 
39, col. 30:9-11). 

As per claim 13 (Currently amended), Snyder discloses the method of claim 9, further 
comprising providing an interface displaying a view of properties of the at least one stored 
procedure (e.g. FIG. 3, 1200 and related text).. 

As per claim 14, Snyder discloses the method of claim 9, further comprising compiling 
code for the stored procedure (col. 2:23-30 ". . . recompiling the code . . ."). 
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As per claim 15, Snyder discloses the method of claim 9, comprising embedding the 
assembly within the device database, the assembly comprising a trigger (e.g. FIG. 2, step 16 and 
related text). 

As per claim 16, Snyder discloses the method of claim 9, further comprising: determining 
whether the assembly has been previously embedded on the device database (e.g. FIG. 2, step 4 
and related text); and 

if the assembly has been previously embedded, then removing the previously embedded 
assembly (col. 32:35-39 ". . . overwriting. . ." and e.g. FIG. 2, step 5 and related text). 

As per claim 17, Snyder discloses the method of claim 9, comprising deploying the 
device database to the device as part of a main device project (col. 30:4-6, 32-39, 51-56 ". . . 
setup, install, project, device ..."). 

As per claim 18, Snyder discloses the method of claim 9, comprising deploying the 
device database to the device as part of a device setup project (col. 30:4-6, 32-39, 51-56 ". . . 
setup, install, project, device ..."). 

As per claim 19 (Currently amended), Snyder discloses the method of claim 9, 
comprising registering the at least one stored procedure with the device database at the device 
after the device database has been deployed with the embedded assembly to the device fcol. 
17:40-50 ". . . registered with test set database . . ." and e.g. Fig. 2, step 5 and related text). 
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As per claim 20, this is the computer readable medium version of the claimed method 
discussed above (Claim 1), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in 
cited areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 

As per claim 21, this is the computer readable medium version of the claimed method 
discussed above (Claim 2), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in 
cited areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 

As per claim 22, this is the computer readable medium of the claimed method discussed 
above (Claim 3), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 

As per claim 23, this is the computer readable medium of the claimed method discussed 
above (Claim 4), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 

As per claim 24, this is the computer readable medium of the claimed method discussed 
above (Claim 5), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 
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As per claim 25, this is the computer readable medium of the claimed method discussed 
above (Claim 6), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 

As per claim 26, this is the computer readable medium of the claimed method discussed 
above (Claim 7), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 

As per claim 27, this is the computer readable medium of the claimed method discussed 
above (Claim 8), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 

As per claim 28, this is the computer readable medium of the claimed method discussed 
above (Claim 9), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 

As per claim 29, this is the computer readable medium of the claimed method discussed 
above (Claim 10), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 
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As per claim 3 1 , this is the computer readable medium of the claimed method discussed 
above (Claim 12), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 

As per claim 32, this is the computer readable medium of the claimed method discussed 
above (Claim 13), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 

As per claim 33, this is the computer readable medium of the claimed method discussed 
above (Claim 14), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 

As per claim 34, this is the computer readable medium of the claimed method discussed 
above (Claim 15), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 

As per claim 35, this is the computer readable medium of the claimed method discussed 
above (Claim 16), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 
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As per claim 36, this is the computer readable medium of the claimed method discussed 
above (Claim 17), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 

As per claim 37, this is the computer readable medium of the claimed method discussed 
above (Claim 18), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 

As per claim 38, this is the computer readable medium of the claimed method discussed 
above (Claim 19), wherein all claim limitations have been addressed and/or covered in cited 
areas as set forth above. Thus, accordingly, these claims are also obvious over Snyder. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 06/20/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The Applicant asserted that "updating a test data object to include a measured value, as 
disclosed in Snyder, does not suggest adding to a data project a stored procedure that comprises a 
precompiled set of one or more statements for accessing data in a database" (page 1 1 of 14). 



The examiner respectfully disagrees with the above assertion. Contrary to the above 
assertion, Snyder does disclose precompiled set of one or more statements for accessing data in 
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a database. For instance, in col. 13:5-20, Snyder discloses "the hard-coded limit checkers 
retrieved specific token values and calculated acceptable ranges. Multiple schemes were used 
within the limits files. The specific scheme was hard-coded within the local limit checker. If 
the test script author assumed a balanced +/-tolerance, and later it was determined that a 
different value was needed for the positive and negative terms, the source code (precompiled 
code) would need to be reworked , rebuilt and re-released." (emphasis added). Thus, the above 
argument is not persuasive. 

The Applicant asserted that "A trigger may query or edit table(s) and may include 
complex SQL statement. While Fig. 2, step 16, and the related text of Snyder is cited as teaching 
the embedding of an assembly comprising a trigger within the device database ... Snyder merely 
teaches storing a result indicating whether a measured value falls outside of normal bounds" 
(page 12 of 14). 

The examiner respectfully disagrees with the above assertion that contrary to the above 
argument that Snyder merely teaches storing a result indicating whether a measured value falls 
outside of normal bounds, Snyder in col.20: 25-35 also teaches a trigger within the device 
database (". . .as a disconnect which allows the test executive and script authors to concentrate 
on their specialties (test instrumentation and flow control) while allowing the database 
professionals to pursue a fully normalized database solution without having to worry about 
explaining its subtleties to "non-database" team members. In general, the test executive will 
utilize this database interface layer for all interaction with the database as opposed to parsing 
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and executing its own queries and SQL commands ." (emphasis added). Thus the above 
argument is not persuasive. Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that the previous ground of 
rejection has been maintained. 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ISAAC T. TECKLU whose telephone number is (571)272-7957. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH 9:300A - 8:00P. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Isaac T Tecklu/ 


/Tuan Q. Dam/ 


Examiner, Art Unit 2192 


Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2192 



